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Context Global multi-GNSS network solution including Sentinel-6A GNSS observations

* GNSS observations to Sentinel-6A and GNSS ground stations are jointly processed estimating GNSS and LEO
orbit parameters, Earth Orientation Parameters, geocenter corrections and station coordinates.

 LEO orbit parameters are pre-eliminated before writing a combined normal equation system, then back-
substituted (Kobel, 2024).

The Bernese GNSS Software (BSW; Dach et al., 2015) is a high performance, high accuracy post-processing
software package primarily used in the space-geodetic community for the analysis of GNSS and SLR data. It is:
* Supported, maintained, and regularly updated by the Astronomical Institute of the University of Bern (AIUB),
* Consisting of 100+ programs and 1300 modules and subroutines,

 Used by more than 800 customers worldwide,
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